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Fr. Rocmer is particularly efficient in presenting mathys imo owhich 
he has made previous specialized stadies, 47. in the questi oF aco 
pean assistance for our struggling early French and Crecente ainsians 
in the U.S.A. (pp. B67 ff; in handbag the adelirate ccmisoversy de- 
tween the Jesuits amt Capuchins in Louisiana f py bs poi: ie etna. dieting 
the ukhappy Trusteeisi conflicts in which one of fin ewer, cordrerys. | 
Anthony Sedella, was onfortunaicly implicated ap. Pad 5 cued i aatis- 
ing the canoe—as it werce—in whieli Joliet ane) Alsreesettre sculignd shew 
the Mississippi. despite at times. the rather viokent Etcraury tetipest thi 
shook the pens of a Fraticis Borgia Steck, smd i diesel &. alee 
(t. 40). The author is ta be conunended dor net unduly eeveteusp lta si2- 
ing the “Qitebec Act" a> one of the tun causes of the ite yolatisiry 


War, but keeping it within the sober Inenaids ef a censtribmariry cseistent 


“- 
i 


In a conipettion such as Fr. Roemer’s work one eutimoal vapedt the 
last word in matters pertaining to American Churet listers te chive 
been written; the wathor himself cick aot intent his lasik as such psee 
pv). But he has proyokert further invesiigazgious au’ lealily coseareh. 
He has given to the Catholic American seminarian and to te intel 
gentsia of our country a Well balanced analysis of Ameren Church 
history, and is to be highly commended for his mehte ctfarts anc seecri- 
fice of time, “Vhe B. Herder Book Co. of St. Louis have agen tieasuredd 
up to the high standards of their scholastic publications in giving i the 
reading public an easily legible text and a pleasing format. 


Rarnagt M. Fit:hen, 01 Aon. 


No Abiding City (Westminster, Md.: The Newman Press, 1048. Pp. 74. 
$1.50) represents the Lenterr conference which the late Fr. Bete Tai rest, O-P., 
delivered in 1932 at Our Lady of Victories. The Newman Press has shown 
good judgment in giving an American edition of a work o7 sp solid a tian as 
Rede Jarrett, He is one who could write solid scholarly investigations and 
solid spiritual books and brochures. Ne Abiding City centers about tlic 
theme that we have nut here a tasting habitation, but that our trae Jarane is 
heaven, It is only in the light of thts that the things of carth are seen in 
their true perspective. Because we hare not here au ahisling city. Berle 
Jarrett is constantly poinung out the courage with whick we slid be ani- 
mated in facing the realities of life. Likewise he potuts eat the necessity of 
a truce spirit of independence in regard ta the catth and the things of earth is 
wiew of the fact that they are things given us by God te use tomperarily is 
preparing for the fruition of things ¢ternal The whole imessage 3s one ol 
confilence and optimism. 
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CATHOLIC DOCTRINE ANID “THE RELIGION 
OF TIE STATE” 


What ts the veritable Cathodic “tigers ci: Cikiv ie state ve bere 
ships’ Afore precisely, what. i readits. ds ttre Seiten hey peveiinaids 
ey hipaa hd Ree gar. ne, and 

H u Hi § Pu eeyes es 


Tee eat! <m 
ee ee ee er wn 


valid aac! unafterabte Caqkurti ehsets site 
between Cathobe Choreh anal (oithaeio sibs fn 
should per se obtain bv reason al ie uate cr Whately aned state 
ina Cathohe society, so lilt ais deviatid 
while toleratde PROT LVLp Ie AN TL Weds es ste preiaprel in ewpurlbene | 
vould vet merit apparcrcal cn grineipde 2 [Tene sig tie Vik ees 
fines ttsetf tu thierry. ter pieiieapeles. cand te bien ots 
So put (or aspecis of Ub tluing Cte inePeass bin podgta 4 een Wedd 
selves, That ts to say, it is altewether lav cid ie seep ot 
brief paper to clistuss what comevessicnas ues he Niade ai periniive 
what departures from the privciples, the theory. ae seria, weal 
he lepitunate and in order in varings conerele cireubsstiney =. 


te bias hin 


Spend thease ne lapis, 


to. hits cpl sted 


The answer to be given tu the furesodes question is enrpently a 
matter of lively debate aniong Catholic theologians. Ohi the: ane 
hand, claiming to be the amtheutic Cathelig “ihesis.” tere in what 
As opponents term the “old thesrs.° “the winetuentl-centiry thests,” 
theugh in subsanee it is stil) the teseiine geemeriily pireseqtedt tn 
manuals of thealagy and of Sis Labia éivcfouashe wit, even 
those of most recent vintage. Oh ihe acher haercl Ciere tre the 
views of several Catholic schadars, here auc abeoad, wha, after a 
searchin re-exarnaraticn: of ie “iid thesis. drive cramrericledd that 


it needs rarlical revising, substaittiat nuatifneaders,  b're-cntinent 


TCT, the new edition af J. Mo Herve, Venwete Pavedesiae Maygumrisern, 
(Pacis: Berche et Pagis, 1940). § 520-855 BL Barviite, 2 feadccda PP inide- 
meniaiis (Vurin; Marietti, 40. pp. 172-77; 
Be Revelationc, od. 4 (Reme: labrecia Fuditeére Bedzzoosn Bo Uerrari, 145), 
IT, 481-25: A, VedMee, OF AB Je Fete sig ¢ Qetase phteamet badicheties Cogn 
AL Arnolds, 1400, pp. fS-Be: bo Tereher. Sof. dentition fd icatusaen 
Hegeaticae. el. 3, rar BL Sehtbieertiatties, So! f jusPrandss BL dsanech, 
1939), £, 244-45, 250: No duu fe Fert pate ae Padive CParias Preaeure 
Générale du Clergé, 1948), pi TOU. AP AL Octavian, Fatitiveetiencs fiers 
Public’ Beclestasttct, ed. A (Pepis Tolyedeavis Vatieanis, 1Het, 1), 4-252; 
(.. Hender. O.P.. fat Peitdicwu: Hevteoacetivaie (Bussum: 2 Ural 19481, 
pp. 169-200; FP. Marehesi, S.l.. Swords Praca Pac tier Eectessnaticn | NAGS 
M, DrAuria. 16484, pp. 114-100, 


Rod ivgrycatot- tna tiger, AbD., 
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anlong toe chanyudcus of these nore lilerud views is tides Coupes 
Murray, S.f., wlin has broughe to bear aeaticst! Cie cad seal” 
ntipressive erudition, remathahle dexterita. ced ocr ianeveerey 
coulmdue of Tanguage” Withal, it mst be cisket. ila. Fi Alar 
ray, to clate, successtalhy varigtished the whe Westie ise sis at its 
easeutials ? IF one who claims no special competer ss ii the wetter 
he allowed ty veuture an cqinie, Po weak} say test die fies weal Pra 
whatever they are worth, some reasois for this epider cues oy pect 
fully submitted! in dhe followings pages. as atiavdy idl betsy aaa 
conlpticated ccmitroversy permits. 


I 
A key Isstte in the whole debate is lhe stamdine, witllin oh. fem 
work of Catholic doctrine, af the constitution corcep ak “the 
religion ot the state. % For the convept itself. we qoae iin te dr. 
Murray : 


As it has historically appeared in the nattan-states of post-Refarmation 
Europe, this concept asserts that the state itself, the orgami2ced political 
community does more than recognize the juridical persunulity af the 
Church as a visible religious society in her own ripht, with autanemous 
powers and defnite rights over her members; by itselt {his reeognision 
would not make the Church the religion of the state. The cancept also 
asserts that the state as such makes pubic profession of Catholicism 
as its own one and only religion; and fy consequence it asserts thit 
no citizen may make public profession of any orher religian. In 
further consequence, the coercive power o7 the state is Feresyetic ta heuer 
to inhibit the public profession or propagamla of other religions. § 


What is under discussion is the state when it is the beody-politic 
of a Cathohe people. And the preblem hefore os cames to this: 
Is the official and exclusive recoguttion and profession of Catholic- 
isa hy the state, with whatever Jogrcal and juridical consequences 


2 Fr. Murray’s major centribsidiows to the subjert are: “Giuvccnimut.tal 
Repression of Heresy, Precevdatys of the Catholic Dhefauical Society of 
elsnerica, Thirtk Aungal Meeting €Citicago, June 28-40. efx jy. 2n-9R: 
“St. Kohert Bellarmine on the Taclireet Power.” PAeufecdend Yer, EX 
('948}, 291-535: “Couteatnorary Orientations of Cathedie “Thorcelu ent 
Church and State in the J.ight of History,” TAeolagical Stitdies. NX ¢ PAY), 
177-234; “Current Theology on Religious Freedom,” faueoleoutend Situdses, 
X (1949), 409-32, 

Cf. Murray, Thestayical Studies, X (1949), 183 {,, 227-234. 922-452. 


# hid, 424, 


CATHOLIC DOCIKINE ANTS “RELIGION OF SLATE" bo} 


~—as regards other religicais—ainay fedieay Creu stich a cent iguitens | 
Situation OF “religion mh ihe state terivsnenth cael on eiuddy 
part af the genaine Carhyla. “uiesta cleigebersy dream the aitare 
of Church and state in a Catholic suciety : 
ically necessary, permanently wilal aivilicsubly teal reali at 
Catholic: principles on QChaureli-state retatiaisleps 2 

Fr, Murray's answer is in the veuitive. ihe tikes pie pesilion 
that a constitutional situatieas ar “tie religain ft tlie stet."” 1s 
must obligatory only fF aaecl insufar as ar is a nia necessary U4 
ensure the freedone at the (dsurcin Wish this as bis tenijur prea 
sé, Fr. Murray then argees. ii eilect: Nea. the fatare ina hob 
undreamed-of modes of goverment wherett Cle recom ol tte 
Church would be cuuatramtees! wathuaut weed ae veers fe a eur 
stitutumal situation af “the religion ai thy slaw 
mode is alreacly with us, oqeders demecruey, or the better sect. 
Ergo, “the religion of the stute.” sinee it is It a particslir anc 
contingent manner ol realizing the Churches ireedent dies mot eu- 
joy 2 necessary and permanent statis in Catholic cbgetrine. 

With this conclusion in hand, Pro Mfurray cansicders that Cath- 
ohe principles leave ronin for a hedy-pulitic of a Catholic perple 
which would be, not a “Catholic state.” bar a “lay state."® sumuu- 
what on the following ordir. | gather; oe wherein, to he sure, the 
state would reckon with the reality af the Clrereh,!? weimnld recag: 
nize the unigue juridical persauality of die Church and the exist- 
ence, in an order higher than that of abe siate., of an exterual spirit- 
ual authority that has an independent sovereignty over all its sub- 
jects in all that concerns thely spiritual and moral life, cven as 
citizens and rulers,?? wherein there wonld be right moral and 


eat ie euwilerr- 


74 
eli 


mies, sacha 


S thid, 229; cf. 430. 

 fhid., 183, 229 £.. 235, 422 f.. 425 £.. 420. 

7 Hind, pp. 423 f. 

S$ ftid.. 186 4, 223-26, 233 f, 

®Lay; not laicist, Jaicizing, sertiacist. Cf Murray, “Gevernmental Re- 
pression of Heresy.” pp. 80, 645 tifeun, Fcudagyecit Stiedios, NX CPO T, FBR: 90, 
200, 225 ££, 232. 

MC£ “Governmental Repression of Heresy.” p. 80, ancl, fur ar extended 
discussion of how this reckoning weaild work put, see the whole secticn. 
pp. 70-85. 

1 fhid., pp. 89-00; cf. PAculedical Sindies, \ (1949), 434, 
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jurtebeal relationships betweeu the Clyureh cal iste state! aad os 

thal extent no separation af Chyareh amd sitet winercinn, hoseven. 

Catholicism wold sat fe cine: refletoan oe the athte seabed recy de 
= 


pulliciy professecl dy ihe stite us is uw ome sub ocgts polisetya, und 
In conseyuence WIMoul Wibibition lay the shane ee pa bts gids sain 
er pronaganda of atiec veltgtons.'* Suelo selteiteiep oe Chnieh 
and state, Fro Murrey holds. ais called to: lwo chedqre chen wrary, 
whuse Idsterien! emergence is said ty correspratl te a tec lanentil 
intention of matire!? Canc therefure ot Croda, ail whicte sy ahd cal- 
lapse, itis to be feared, if puldir protussicn or priced at False 
rehgions be tihibited.!* 

Bevore wceeptaig all Chis, cave woadel Tike, anit: collier litre, us 
legs serve itboud thie walicaty of dy. Mierray’s tatvel crcoise: ere a 
room sav considerable doubt that the thealegienl Lecessty ur man 
necessity of “the religion cf the state” cleperuls scelely on dre: latter's 
Hecessity or qan-necessity for the freedam af the Clouch, Te be 
gait, Pr. Murray has not siuply assumed the troth of tits preniiay. 
On the cemtrary, he bas made valiant cfarts to disposi of variinis 
conceivable objections agaist his major premist, 1c¢., arunernts 
wishing to vincheate the theological necessity of “the retain ot 
iu: state” whether the Church's freedam be at stake or ual. That 
these ¢florts have been successful jn every case. Fo ani net sure. 
Vappily, however, there is nu need to go inte all that as lang as a 
snnyler course is available--of asking whether Pro Murray lias 
condiered aff the arguments, 

Thus, of the question of the theclogival nesessity ou tran 
necessily of “the retipion of the state” one would dike to suey spine 
explicit discussion of the possible implications of a “major ubliga- 
tian which natural law imposes on the State-—that is, ou organized 
staety with its agencies ud eovermiuent . 2. the otdigetiant to av- 
knowledge (Zod as its ituthor, to worship Tins as He wills te be 
worshipped, and to subject irs official life cud acdion te Plis tar,” 


Cf Murray. “Freedom of Religion: C The Ethien? Vroddeen The 
ological Ntudics, Vi (19453, 2583 idem, Pheatsadeut Steedies. \ FiM4ur, 425. 

SCF Picefauions Studies, VI (1945), 2o8, ag “Gowerrndetal Beprysstsl 
uf Heresy. pop. 89 7. 

WCE Phevloaieu’ Vtudies, X (T9496, 23d, 424, ceed “Chvercuier.til Re- 
Pression Gf Ueresy,” p. 84. 

OE Phealowtral Stedies, X (1049, 181-83, at Pamee © oe p 

Te fier, tS? ¢. 
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A ' - - ont aee? e feos rie 
which “ahsolute alligation facades a'se the kepechetioal a 


of uecepting a higher beliet, Gow, ical (Mew Ol wotatiyss, fe Cand re 
veals cham as Flin witli” 

Asw this obligation itseii, wine ver ios fe cientisis niyo 
Fe. Murray untowhterliy eommetis iP. Sina Tt words jet Ta 
derive from an esiriier aytivle of dual’ aah Ge Ina sien apo ulsu is 


Ji tilesrgahers! . Be 


classic and certain devcteine minor Cathie 
L 


theolueiaas,'? cloctrine cenbrnece| ae oe i CC | | 
later. 

What the philosiphers auch theudogiiin Hive ta say, 
the matier vr har. can bu wives cesPe dn Peet) Che usu Pe 
the duty not only af judividianl but sdso et seid wer sip, ts 


tay 


refevint ts 


ol. 
a th 


wT! Dretssan Fda Sheds, 


TF reedom of Religiaa: J. Phu Relece! 
~ VI (149435), 266, with suote Db. 

CHV. Cathrein, S.).. Philescpdua Werle, edo ie) une. U Seivister, et 
(Frethurg 3. Bro: Flerder, 103539. pp 942-494, 428 nS) Don. sd Pthiese 
Steciais, ed, S (Innsbruck: FL Kacivy. pp. 28) 7, 23h ony BE. Civil SL. 
Framework af the Christian Ntate CO ublins Cali ari sear, 19321, pop. dot d., 
601, 607; Ryan-Boland, Cathulfe Pracipler of Paiidice (New York: Alac- 
millan, 1990), y. 311; H. Romen, Phe Nicie ge Cutdiedis Phewesit ost 
Lous: Herder, 29433, pp. 36f fF. 

TCE, treatises on Mural Theology, Sree Piddicwue Festestuaticiaa, inl 
Fundamental Lhealogy. Grothe hatter ilisciplitie. the teaching is a stiloskare 
thesis of the tract (97 foera Relive, aint reappears in Lise trincl 2éa 
Eeclegia as an arguuiwiut auwasist seinietion ot @llecreh ail stetay ove. 
Lerche, of, cst., 8 6. 2445 Hetvé, op. cet, A B24) S25 bt Gartvigia Litgcange, 
of. cit, 411 £5 S. Tromp. S.J. 2 Neretatieme Cheisivuni, al 4 date: 
Gregorian Universiny, I9G71, 9. 37: J. Hatramin, (.55.B, Jasitutisars 
Theafogive Mogimaticar, od. 7, cur. Stebler-Baus i Cvous-Paris: Eo Vitte, 
$937), 1, 43, 492: AL Toorsch. Sil. fastietiones Pho wetue Paadvneuttdss, 
ed. 3 (innshrack: FL Rauch, tj, I, 277-2725 1. Billo Sw dtc Eecteces 
Christ, od. 3 (Rome: Ciregamean Leswersitv, 12h Pf, 4-86, Aba iderbisny, 
SJ. Theelogten de Evedesia, cil 3 o Paris. 0. Beauchesme, 1273, 1 140: 
G. Lahonsse, SJ We Mera Pedivteia Claewaie: Cl Veuters, USUF i) pre 
95-48; 0. Wilaters, Sup. fer Reflaivee Mesehia i itewensbures:  ) sted, 
T4997), pp. 26 #.5 PL Zigliara, O11. Blropyneteetion ad A Thvetwucain, of 4 
(Rome: Typographia Pidyyiveia CRUZ a, py 2A Re a Mesveha, So fee 
Religione et Acelesia (Rea: ‘Vypeezcaplena Potwaloita. UBsAUr. pp. 21, 25 F, 
$56 £ CE also the ¢Pringtiarnt Sedewta fosyttytiouis PMogntatisine ede! 
Fectesta dtawn up at the Vatican Cuuncil: cap xt ffatlectie Lacensis, 
VIE, S73b3 and the theolouiahs gduetatracs thervta foe, G22, @23d- 
G24a). 
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mentary Catholic dectring.<" In ireating of Cis nil igaiied oF sovin! 
worship, authors so on to adirin iat even ue sidie, ye ste. mat 
slinpiy “society” but the politieaily organized conuniiiatby. vine? sa 
ciety as such, is donnd to profess religim, Uae truce rengseny te 
worship Gect in the way He wills 06 be worslitpgee]) ail 1s se 
bound day the natural key. Tt is uncersiaad, of course. iat ie 
staie is a moral person, able to be the sulject of duties, acl le tui- 
All them. only through the medium of physical persons, Ue ines: 
vidual members who compose it, Cenmeretety, hun, tins sinte pte- 
fesses, exercises religion, worships Gad. Uiuragh oliieu:) acts of 
those placed in authority, To satisfy its religtons ebiiysatiars, the 
state must worship God not only indirectly, virtiavliv, aelimiins- 
tritively, but also directly aud formally.4? That is to sav, ana onk, 
for example, by abstaining from) whatever 1s confrars te create 
law, not only by positive furtherance of public religion, uot only 
by legislation, ex motivo religionts, agatust perjury, publi lias- 
phemy, writings tnimical to public religton atud menality, ete., bet 
also by official participation in acts of worship properly so-called— 
of adoration, thanksgiving, supplication, and the like. “Vhe basic 
argument for all this, employed to prove the state’s obligation of 
direct and formal divine worship in addition to that af worshtoning 
indirectly, virtually, admintstratively,2* since tt is mare fully stated 
ii papal utterances below, may thus be given in barest essence. 

The state is a creature of God, for Fie is the anthor of rain’s 
social riature, of afl authority in the state, of all the leicht, the 
state emjovs; therefore, the state must acknowledge its dependence 
wn God, by appropriate acts of warship. Jf the state be, indeed, 
“of the natural law,” one can hardly dispute this argument. 
Further, ane perceives that, if it halds for any slate, the argument 
holds far att—or ali farms, those knew: and thase undreamed-af, 
for juridical democracy and for any other new realizations in the 
reahty of the “state” which historical evolution has bresight or 
may yet bring about. 


20 CF. Pinas NH. Ency. Medtater Dei, A018 XXNXIX (1947), pin S25. f, 
430 f.; English transh. Mediator Dei: On the Sacred fafuray (New York: 
Paultise Press), pp. 27 f 35. 

“1Cf Dorsch, op. cit., J. 27] f.; Luhousse, of. cff., pp. 45-48; Donat, 
of. ctl., p. 234, 


22.Cf, Dorsch, op. eit,, I, 272. 
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To cotttinue the resumé — che state is uo bes a ereavure af Pict, 
and therefore no Jess bound te worship Fis. tar ail eu tie seta 
order of things is a supernatural order, {hats sapernainsal cedwin, 
the Catholic, has been revealed as ubiiganers feos all men, Chaco 
experuatural religious society, the (rebate Church. tery acen ibe 
vinely instituted for the worstup at Grail Cree dees Nils. Lie 
state, in Comfornuty with its obligerisar under seeaied law te prions 
the true religion, to worship Ciel as The Gesrecs (ose bap whetical 
obliwation of accepting a luigehueer lisdief. ew. cunet nacelle say weorsdsins, af 
God reveals them as [Vis will”). has then tie dia ef clerepiiy 
Catholicism, its creed, code, cult, “Ube Ghjurtive wlity caiets fer 
alk; and where the objective chiiy is sulliciently kiownrl ie cat is 
snbjective as well. This latter obtains ta tie vase of a Cuello sn 
ciety. For in such case the state is met tn bie nositien al lence ti 
discover the true refiyioe. lt cloes mot ive te sek tor thai whic 
has heen found and is known in advanse by the Catnalir people «i 
which the state is the body-politic, Tt lias riudnar lal ia aennast- 
edge what the Cathehe populace acknowlelre-, the diva: inmstitu- 
tien of the Catholic Church.?* That the state jiset. the Cleareh in 
this wise, indirectly, throng the merditin of the Cathelic cuizeniry, 
does not mean that the state has no direct duties towards the 
Church. For, in the supernatural order io less thai in the natural, 
the state feumins a creature of God, and, as such, aml as a perfect 
society really distinct fram the Cfaiweh, lias its ew duty of divine 
homage, of worshipping God as flo will, te be worshipped. a city 
which the state cannot full) apart (rina Uae Cliuect. 

Such would seem to be the mind af the repwesensiutve authars 
we have been consulting, What are die iniplications of all this as 
to the question of the theolmpical nevessiry af “ihe retigton of the 
state’? Tt is difficult te wnderstane) why the forevoing causidera- 
tans shoukd noi call for che couchision chat. ina Catholic secieby, 
is Incumbent upon thy state to be a “Catholic state,” to declare 
aud te ireat Catholicisni as “the religion of tle state’ The firnial, 
official, and exclusive recognition and profession of Catholicism by 
the state in a Cathedic socieiv as ils awe one aid only religion, in 
short, the establishment of Catholicism as “rhe religion of rhe state,” 


a3 Ch TL Choupin, A Ae Radenr des décisiors dochrotiige of disctplinuires 
dy Samt-Siege, ed. 3 (Puris: G. Beauchesn:, 19283. p. 272: Garrigou- 
Lagrange, op. cit., LT, 420. rsp. ad ede. 1. CE also Rommen. ap. cit, p, 367, 
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sCeIns Hecessariiv comfained He the werv nudist of ie stuie’s diate 
te accept and profess the truce religion, theretoare (itheieism, watt 
its creed, code. auc cult. Tlow efse could the stere. ape state. 1 
truth accent and profess Cathelicign, toperier witk ite ose tit 
it dlene as the tree reliyrien + 

if such a conchision be comeeded, une mist thers fave tao te ile 
prehlear ef what Gugin te he ihe state's attitude cewnr, ard ceul- 
mes with, the ditercadesx : the problem of writ “lagiest aed parity 
consequences, as regards seers, Sluoubl fiw frag the siaateon oi 
Catholicisra as “the religian oi the state.” Before ie curther worl is 


suid on this subyeet, Jer mt be rated at once tit no tlatkeiie bes 


or nay hokl that the state woul be called upen ta inpase the | 
Catholic faith an clissadeit ciizcus. Reverence fir tae tintduai 
canscetice bibids this, and the very nabire of veligciat arid of the 

act of faith. Tt these be aot vobuitary, they are moog)? Further. 

itis agreed tu by all uutt the members o7 sects must lie pecuniied 

ihe private external exerese af their relivion. Neher cr thesr 
pants, then, citers ite the gnestion, when oge cames co debate the 
prohlan of the “logical and juridical consequcuees” af Cathoiicizin 
as “the religion of the stare.’ What is, however, vers much in 
question. is this; Would the Catholic state be uader miiral vhiigi- 


tion (per se—as was stated) at ihe very outset. oor whiele discus- 


sion has been moving at the Jevel of principles) to restrict serts 
ime stich inarters as the public pretession ancl exercise oF their false 


religion, in their propaganda, the spread of their heretical Gectrines: 
it is ne secret that ihe defenders of the “ald Qresis’ auawes ‘n 
the affirmative. They consider such action by jhe state inherent ir 


“4 eo XII, Eney, Janerortare Deis Phe Church is want ta dake earnest 
heed that no one shall be forced to embrace tine Cathwiic faith airarust his 
wt], for, as St. Augustine wisely renonels os, Man came heheve etherwise 
than of his «wo free will ‘The passige is fruad in tne Cosiicéy fart seas ! 
eure fortes Chervinafter designated) ly CIC i. enra hihi Pelst lard. 
isasparri editi (Rontiac: Vypis Polygiettis Vatieanis, 19%-3¢i. 71%, 224 6: 
and jn TB, R78: Yenyl transl, The Great Bavyetieal favtves ap Pa 
feo Nii ONew York: Benaiser Erethers, 19051. po t27.- OG. sis the 
Cade of Canon Law, can. 722, $3 cau. 253% Adse. Pins Nt, biries. Vnitr 
Corpurts Christi, June 29, T9430 an fS NANV (10450, Yass Fee, teimst. 
The Afusttcal Hody of Christ (New York: The Ameriea lresst, an 22 ¢. 
See also Pras NY, Allawutiun ta the Reman Rata, Oet. 6 )Ys01 ofl 
NXXVIIEPE (1946), 393 f.; Engi. transl. in YT. Bousearen. S.j.. Citise Jouis 
Digest, Supplement 19478 (Milwaukee: Bruce, 19493, pp. 25S 257, 
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the logir of the state's duty to accept and jeriless Calialivisai, a 

lieoessary CONSE LeRCe of che situation Gh Cetiwsteiss: as “Lhe re- 

ligien of the state.""" Ane that it owas the avid of Pins NI that 

“the retigion of the state” entailed sence neuer of sect re: 
\E 


striction, is candidly acknowie:lgud ly Py. Maurras! To ceuner 


certain utterances of Nlossidini anedt obe av purt oer the Jonteran 
Pacts {Treaty and Coneourdaca, te: Pure, in iis letter of Mav 39, 
1929, ta Cardinal Gasparri, pedblisiied ie ve Oeiscreideiy atinie 
on fume 5, W20-twe davs Lefore the turieudl retifeitien of ie 
Lateran Parta- forcefully nesisded that ube Crtearhy aii Waele 
understood that the Citholie velighens, arin abetie. seceding ba 
the Sratuere cued the Vrenaties, is tha reltetene ot thie states ache thie 
lagival ame guradicel ceaisequciees Of sasha sitiailton of coastline: 
tictial law, espectily with reference to pupusa ls 
went on to ack) that fulk leberty at clisemssdear i iitesaiesadle, sine 
some forms Gf discussion can easily trick aneulighteneud auinds aid 
became a cloak for harimifal prepagaacla.-* 

What Fr. Murray himself actuaily bofeis in his particular asatter 
is not altoyether clear. Wheo die bas accasion to refer to snelb “ore. 
sequences,” he is michined to add some rynalitications, as when Ie 
writes, * ‘Jogteal and juridical consetueaces’ that have fiéstartcally 
followed fram that concept | ‘religion of rhe state’??? 8 ar when he 
puts it that these consequences have been “cousdercd ‘lugical” 7" 
On the other hand. 7 have net noted ai assertion of i. Murray 
that such consequences are nol, in death, “lagieal” In the ligtit of 
the utterances of Pius XI, given above, aud of other Popes, co he 
is iutderstandable. Fr. Murray 


an ie Pye 


quoted presently, sucly reticence 
has been able to avaid facing up tu the problem by disputing the 
hasic suppasition cf the problem, the rheelosical aevessity of “the 
religion oF the state”: 


Finally, the question is net whether, inoa “ranstitutionsl siftiasdion®* 


wherein is enshtinusl the concept of “relistom af rhe atade, there tel- 


“i Sec, jur exainpile, Ottaviani. of. cit. JL, ab-5?, 

% Theolagical Stefters, NX 1949), 227, 

“TCf, AAS NNT (f9279), 301: J. loo Grasse, Sib, Mevéesne ef Starts 
(Rume: Gregorian University, W539), on. S32 f.: ctenertca, June 1S, 1929, 
pp. 219-22(, 

48 Theological Studies, X (19493, 229; ihalics mine. 

20 fhid,, 283; italics mice, 


ee 
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low certain “loricai and juridical cansequenees” with ruguel de the 
suppress of orher farms of beliet and worsliiy, 

For the thealugian, the basic question concerns foat censlitarinnal 
situation self -is it or is it wet the rheclogicady necessary. pernuenty 
valid, unalterably ideal realization ef Catholic principles on Churel- 
siate relationships? ... Surely the answer must be no! 


Bat what if the answer iuust be yes? To nak this veisstion dia: 
been one of the reasons for this pagrer- 


II 


It is tine wow that the Popes be heard og the rocdiers uneler diss 
cussicnt in this paper. Po stngle out a few of the releviuit nlievances, 
notably of leo SITL Phat this Pontiff inere dein ange approve: 
the coucept of “the rehgion of the state” is comeeded tw Fr. Maur- 
ray, who contends, however {if [ understancl him correctly, and 
may sum up his views in my own words), that Leo NILd «lid not 
thereby wish to teach the theniogical necessity of “the cetigion vf 
the state™-- his approval of the latter was given only because and 
tnsofar as “the religion of the state” was (Vc necessary tc ensure 
the well-being of the Church, and of the state as well, against the 
onsiaughts of Continental Liberalism.*' T ata prepared to prant 
tha! Leo XTT] may have approved “the religion of the state” for 
ccmilingent reasons; but Tam not prepated te grant that ‘ie ap- 
proved it for such reasons aéone. Too may mitid, ia diis vindieation 
af “the religion of the state’ the Pape adducecl at lust cise doe- 
trinal reasan, of permanent validity, for “the religion of the state,” 
ant thereby taught the theological neeesstty of the later. The 
reason? The state, gua state, must worship God, hecause it 1s a 
creature of God. 

In the Encyclical restate genus, Apr. 20, 1884, the Ponti 
eoclured ; 


‘ + ‘ ee ic 
To have in pitblic natters na care fir relixion. aad] ia the arrangenient 
anid curiministrating of civil affairs to have no more reer. far Sod 
thin if Fle did net exist, is a rashness wunkvown to tle very cairns... 


Haman society, indeuwd, fur which by nature we ace formed, his bees 
eonscituted hy God the Author of nature; and frona Tint, as frum thea 
principle and source, flow in all their strength and pernianeunce ths 


oo oem oe ee om — bie bree ir canine, .— 


40 Thgat 229. AV Fisidl., 232-33. 
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countiess benefits with which somiety alwierls. As we are cach of us 
admonished by the very yvuice oF mature ta wershin Ceui i pisty ann 
holiness, as the Giver ante as al fife ancl of ali claé is gennl therein, so 
also and for the same feasou, nations ciel Suites Cpedjudit of chouigs) 
are hound to worship Hite; and therefore: it is clear thi tliose wt 
would absolve society (cree conminenialeuid Trem ail religeisas sturs 
act not only utjusiiy but also with semorance ane) fli. 

More instructive stl is the Mnevetieal fruiortufe Ler, issued 
Nor. 1, 1885: 

AS @ consequence, the State Ceiuferfeus>, craleolatxl as ao is, 
clearly hound toe act up to the mewirold said wergkiy caties dinksrg it by 
Goad, by the public profession al religtn. Native and reason, whieh 
command every ttlivieltial cheyeutly to svorship Crab in holiness. be 
cause we hetong te: Ham aii wiist retire te dlind sites frenee ULI we 
came, bind wiso the civil community dy a like bin. Por mien tein co 
gether mm society are under tie power of €-oro no dess thaw Rilividiusats 
are, and suciety, not less than isndivistiitl., owes erilituel: ier Crd, wh 
Wave it being and majniatas it, and whose cyver-ountecas vecosliess cue 
riches it with countiess blessings. Since, then. ua ate is alkeved ta be 
renuiss in the service cltec to Grd, anel sinee the chief duty of all mer 1s 
to cling to religion in hoth its teaching: aii practice—nut such religiean 
as they may have a preference fer, lat the religion which Gel en- 
joins, and which certain and mast clear marks show ta he the arly 
oe true religion—it ts a public crite te act as thaael there were no 
God. Sa, too, is itn sin in the State at in have care for religion, as a 
something beyond its scope. ar aus of no preeceual benefit: or out of 
many forms of religion to adept that ane which chimes tn with the: 
fancy; for we (better: “they"—civitates . . . debert| ave bouriat absa- 
jutely to worship God in that way which He has shown t: be Its wall. 
AH who rule, therefore, should bold in beyor the hely name af Goel, 
and one of theie chief daties must be to favor religion, to protect it... 4 


:3 


Later in the same Encyclical, Teo NVVP cites as reprehensible 
ihe views : 

The State fcrwifas) docs not eormstider rise! bound by any kiad of 
duty towards Goad Moreover, it beliewcs that it is net ofl 
public profession of any religion; or to inguice whielt af the very 
many religions fs the onby ere irae; ur fe prefer ane eetigion to all the 
rest; or LG show to amy form of religion apeeiul favor; but, an the con- 


frend ta nintke 


2°R* scene —ed _ - 


QCICF, Flt, 220; Phe Creat Anevetical fefters vf Page Lea MET, 
pp. 97 fF. 
WCICK, LIT, 256 6: The Great Beeyetcud Letters... vp. 14 6 
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. ' . a8 es 
tracy, is hour! to grant equal rights te every ereesi. of that qiatiic 
orter may ood be disturbed by any particular tari: af celsgisnts besiet. 


e -- - . . bs "he ‘ ! “i. 
Perhaps mivst stgiheani or albas ries passage pp cist sb Jer 


tifl’a dtnevelival Jaleréss, Inne 20, ISS#: 

This kind af Hherre éliherty af calri. W cotisicoresi in redtian me chk 
State, clearly iniplies that there is au aeascs: why tie Sate Muuiel elter 
any homage to God, or should desire any pahiie recagmilen 61 in: 
that ne one form of worship is ta be prefecre:d te arocker. bee chit all 
stand qn an equa) feoting, no account being taken cf pine relegais at the 
people, even if they profess the Cathulic faith. Bat, te justite ilis, it 
mast nevds be taken as true that the Stade has yas cluties towserels Leeai, 
or that such Gutics, if they exist, can be ehanoredd wath mayecuile, belb 
of which assertions are matifestly false. dear it ccamiet Tes etibtyed lat 
that, ty the wilf of God, men are united) fo ourvii seriety : 
component pirts he considered: or its form. whiell implies iuliricy, 
ar the abicet of its existence; ar the abuielkuiee ch the wish services 
which it tenriers te man. Ged it ts who has mide mean "ur secieie. and 
has placed hin: in the cumypany of others tike himself, su diet what wa- 
wanting tu his nature, and beyond his attainment if left ta lis own re- 
saurees. Ae might obtain hy assaciatton with others. Whereture envi! 
society (civiiis secietas, guta sectetas est) must acknenvledge God as 
its Founder and Parent, and must ohey anv reverence His power and 
authority. Justice therefore forbids, and rcasan itseli ferbuis, iio State 
io be godless; or to wlopt a line of section witch weulel endl im godless- 
ness—-uunely, fo treat the vatious religions (as they call thiany alike. 
wnt te bestow upon than promiscuaasly equal rigshits ani provilggres 


lteter tds 


., since, then, the professiun of one religion is necessary in the Stiute, 


that religign ruust be professed which alone is true, and which can be 
recognized without clitficuity, especially in Catholic States, becaase the 
marks of truth are, as it were, cngraycn upen it... 

There is room for but ane more relevant provouncenient of the 
Popes. Pius X wroie in dus Jéneyelical Pehewieuéer sos, Tet. 
1], 1906; 

That the State shouk! be separated from the Chureh js an absolutely 
false and niost pernicious thesis. For first, since is basen) ou the prin 
eqde thet religion sheald be of ao concern iv the State, if does 4 grave 
intpeery te Cat, He who is the founder aut conserser oF huaniin soviety 
ne fess than (fe is of individual tuen, for wheels reuse Ele shurrle be 


worshipped aot only privately bat also publicly“ 


MCV, TW, 242; The Great Eucyetcat Letters... 121. 
83 CICK, Ii, 304; The Great Eucyetical Letters... pa. U0 F. 
AB CICE, If, 662, 
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As 1 see it, these varies papal prenuiaccmenrts year Up “Tit 
state, gite state; net sicaply ci “soviety cotlsidecg) as the mre- 
polincal “matter te which the state deyperrts pooittigedl fartii.” 
The state, te which man's Gol given sucuil mitre wigpeds i, Ix 
a creature vl Gad, ate) as sacie is beta! fee the terad Siw lee wee 
shin God, and ia the way Ble wills. (fF tine he verwerles?, it stould 
not be vecessary Ub pursuc zie furlaer tie siailienice sills 


sectane of this paper. 
ITI 


Intimatcly connected with the cebite aimeul “religion of the 


sate” and about whe niatter of “ocanaaypasice: flown g raicreisor, 
is the question whether the goverment uf a site can be sud fe 
have the right and dary of suppressing Neresy. Hy sappresaang or 
reptessing heresy is not nieane the “extermination” of lerctics, oF 
tle application at force or pressure tou make the hererudex gree up 
their convictions, The question has rather to dla with the inhibiting 
of heretical propagatda, legal restrictions placed vpan Che public 
circulation of heretical decirines. Tris Fr. Alurray’s ofl-expresseii 
contention that, 7a test, a government has no right or fury Crus i 
repress heresy.7* Correlatively, the Chiureh wend vet have ihe 
right, im thesi, to call upon the government to do sn. This psition 
of his is another ef the substantial modificatuins whicl: br. Marva 
believes should be mace te the “ole thesis." And lieve. agan:, [am 
not sure that he has proved hus case. Jn 2 paper already griwir tor 
long, tt is not possible to discuss whether 'r. Murray bas success- 
fully explained away various papal prougunreinents of au earlier 
day, which are advanced as arguincuts against Iis position. Te 
seems enough to tuluw the sinipler course already sdupted in the 
previous sections—of asking whether lir. Murray lias constlered 
aff the adverse arguimenis, 

Namely, it seems to me thar one must pericer the implications, 
In the present matter, of Cate P38E, section 3. in the Code of 
Canon Law."* “Phe Tatter, of course, ig an antiuritative expression 


7 See, for exatogl, Peo Murray's “Goavernimentai Repression of Heresy,” 


€.g., J. 27. 
BAC TC. cau. 1381: 
J, Religtosa tuventutis institutio in schalis quibuslibeé aucteriaci et in- 
spectioni Ecclesiae subliciter. 
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af the man of the contemporary Church on what sie samsifers to 
be her rights. Now, the Canon in qnestion asserts that the religions 
aistrictiun of (Catholic) youth in all schonia whatsoever foublic, 
therefore, as well as Catholic), is subiest to the auiberiiv cf and 
supervision by the Ciurch (section 11; that the local ¢:dinarics 
have the riglt and duty of vigilance aver all schewis i their reret- 
tory, fest anything he tanght or doe in these schures contre te 
faith or andrals (section 2); that the same Orchestre the 
ngnt to upprove the teachers wud text-buwks qr religiea. sal ia 
cluauid, ai the interests of religion amt ovsrality, cher teusbers aud 
text-books be removed (section 3). 

As [ see rt, Conon L438]. section 3. aumnanats te the teseelion Ay 
the (lurch af hee rtght to call ayon tie civil antlordtios. who sun. 
tral the public schocls, to mhibit the spre) af hevesy. Miercaver, 
the Church iis callecl upon various states to acknowiedwe this cer 
Tizht, as coule readily be shown from various inaderti Concurdats. 
Now, since the Church may neither demand nor claim the right cn 
demand, that civil authority do something ilhecit. i should tollaw 
that civil authority, the government of a state, has. even ta Miesi, 
the right, and, when called upon to exercise it, the duty of “re- 
pressing heresy.” 

That said, J conclude this attempt to indicate sume of the reasons 
why I have found it difficult ta subscribe io Ir. Murray's views. 
T have, of course, too great respect for the complexities of the 
problem, “What is the veritable ‘Catholic thesis’?” ated ton creat 
a respect for Fr. Murray's superior grasp of Chose Coniplexitus, ta 
suppose that the difficulties I have suggested are alloyethur in- 
capable of solution. But, meanwhile, they remain very resl ciif- 
culties for ine, and they move me to say that a recent descriplicn of 
the “old thesis" as “somewhat absolescent’™*? is sumewhat pre- 
mature. 

Grorok W, Samra 
fimnaculate Conception Seminary 
Darlingion, NW. J. 


2, Qrdinarits locorum ius ef officium est vigilandi ne in quihusvis «cholis 
sul terriorid quielqiuanmt contra fiderm yel fonos mares tractor sot. fist. 

3, Eisdemi similiter ius est approhanci rediziotus miayusires ot htiross 
ifemique, religionis trorumyue causa, exigemdi ut tans measistei tia libri 
riheoayvedtyc. 
89h the review of Hervé, of ov, by Sheedy, CSC. 
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THE MARIAN CHARACTER OF ‘THE REDEMPTION 

(I) Afarys consent ta the facarnation by itself come assure a 
Martan nate ta the Redeuiption., 

“God sent the ange] Galiriel ta a city af Ganieve called Nazaretle, 
where a virgin dwelt, fetrethed to a man a! Davis lincage: hts 
name was Joseph, and the virpiu’s nani wots Mary. Gute her pres 
ence the angel came cuit said... AMitry, cla mot be alracd, throu Iuust 
found iavour in the sight of Giad. And deluded. thom shalt cusecive 


in thy womb, and shalt bear a sem, woud sdialt ead) iar fesus., Pe 
lec Send col hte: dais’ 


shalt be great, ancl men wall kaw Bim for 4 
High. -.- The dioly Spartt wall corne upon thee, fuck Qiu uuwer 
of the most Hivh will overslacens thee. lis Chin Hedy ctlsgerinag 
of thine shall be known for the Sow of Ged. . 2. skid Mary sce, 
Behold the handmaic of the Tord; Jet ik be unto me according to 
thy word.”?! 

Was Mary unaware of the contents and of the scope uf this 
celestial message’ Could we dare pretend tiis without wronging 
Godr Can we assert the same without dishoanoaring Flis Motlicrr 
Would not the Incarnation cease: to be a utyslery of wisdem and 
of love if it had had to be accomplished by offending mais lilerty 
and by diminishing his respousthility ? 

Unquestionably, the young Virgin did not as yet know. for the 
moment, aff the events wlich inust encompiss the exetenuce ol 
her Son; but she knows exacily the consequences of ber acceptance. 
She had read, in the Iloly Scriptures, the Civine pranuses, in 
particular the prophecies of Damiel (6213-14) and those of Tvaias 
($3:1-12) concerning the Servant ai God, His sufferings, His 
ignomunious death. Often had she meditated upon the afflictions 
and tarments of the future Redeemer, torescen by the Prophet 
of the Passion. “Hut he was wounded for car iniqinties; he was 
bruised for our sins. The chastiscmeit of our peace was upon lum: 
and by his bruises we ure healed.’ 

In the eyes of Mary, to conceive ail bear the Afessial isl not 
mean to engender a future victer wluws wend caver Iimseli with 
glory; on the contrary, i¢ meant te beewie fhe muther of one 
despised, scoffed at, envelopesl in opprobrium, and crowned wrth 


Is eke 1:26-38, = James £3 :5. 
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